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Corn rootworm insecticide consistency
Abstract
Labeled rates of corn rootworm insecticides have been tested in conventional-till (chisel plowed then field
cultivated) fields over the past six years. For the past three years, these same insecticides have been examined
in no-till fields. In all tests, insecticides went head-to-head in their ability to protect corn roots from corn
rootworm larval injury. Roots from untreated check rows, in both tillages, averaged about 1.5 nodes (circles)
of roots destroyed. Any tests that did not challenge an insecticide's performance (no obvious root pruning in
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Counter 20CR Furrow 95ab 92a 100a
Force 3G T­band 95a 98a 85ab
Force 3G Furrow 95a 94a 96ab
Counter 20CR T­band 94a 95a 92ab
Aztec 2.1G Furrow 93a 94a 92ab
Fortress 5G Furrow 91a 89ab 96ab
Aztec 2.1G T­band 91a 98a 73b
Lorsban 15G T­band 90a 91a 88ab
Thimet 20G T­band 75b 71c 85ab
Fortress 5G T­band 69b 77bc 50c





































































Force 3G T­band 92ac 2.6a 100a 2.1a
Aztec 2.1G T­band 83a 2.8a 100a 2.3ab
Lorsban T­band 83a 2.9a 93ab 2.4abc
Counter 20CR T­band 83a 2.6a 93ab 2.1a
Thimet 20G T­band 75ab 2.9a 64b 3.0c
Aztec 2.1G Furrow 75ab 2.8a 100a 2.3ab
Counter 20CR Furrow 75ab 2.9a 93ab 2.1a
Force 3G Furrow 75ab 2.8a 100a 2.4abc
Fortress 5G Furrow 75ab 2.6a 86ab 2.5abc
Fortress 5G T­band 67ab 2.7a 77ab 2.8bc
Regent 80WG Furrow 25bc 3.6b 79ab 2.7abc

















Counter 20CR T­band or F At­plant 96ac 2.2a
Force 3G T­band or F At­plant 96a 2.3a
Furadan 4F Broadcast Postemerge 82b 2.4a
Untreated Check ­­­­ ­­­­ 0c 4.4b
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